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REMARKS 

Claims 1-72 were pending in this case. In the amendment hereinabove, 
claims 35, 37, 39, 42, 44, 45, 47, 49, 52, 54, 56, 58, 61, 63, 64, 66, 68 and 71 have 
been cancelled to make them available for further prosecution in a continuation 
application, and claims 18, 26, 27, 33, 36, 38, 40, 41, 43, 46, 48, 50, 51, 53, 55, 57, 
59, 60, 62, 65, 67, 69, 70 and 72 have been amended. Accordingly, claims 1-34, 
36, 38, 40, 41, 43, 46, 48, 50, 51, 53, 55, 57, 59, 60, 62, 65, 67, 69, 70 and 72 are 
now pending in this case. Based upon the following remarks, it is respectfully 
submitted that, in conformance with the foregoing amendment, these claims are 
allowable. 

A. SI 12 Rejection 

Claims 18-34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter regarded as the invention. This rejection is respectfully traversed and it is 
submitted that these claims, in conformance with the foregoing amendment, are in 
conformance with 35 U.S.C. §112. 

It is respectfully submitted that these claims, as previously of record, were 
in conformance with 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, including die second paragraph thereof. 
Notwithstanding this, independent claims 18, 26 and 27 have been amended, as has 
dependent claim 33 for consistency, hereinabove to further clarify the subject 
matter regarded as the presently claimed invention. More particularly, these 
claims have been amended to recite the reception of "one or more reference 
signals" to which the "plurality of criteria 7 ' are related. Express support for this 
appears in paragraph 00049 of the disclosure where it is stated that "[i]n 
conformance with the discussion above, when determining which one or more of 
the signal samples S 1, S2, S3, S4 are to be used in determining the value for the 
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final pixel signal 29 (Figure 3), one or more of such signal sample values SI, S2, 
S3, S4 are compared to the criteria established by the higher Thhigh and lower 
Thjow thresholds." Hence, for the example embodiment discussed in the 
disclosure, the "criteria" to be satisfied are the "higher Thhigh and lower Thjow 
thresholds" which are represented by the higher 21h and lower 211 data values, as 
disclosed in figure 3 and discussed in paragraphs 00040-00044. 

B. §102 Rejection 

Claims 35, 37, 39, 42, 44, 45, 47, 49, 52, 54, 56, 58, 61. 63, 64, 66, 68 and 
71 were rejected under 35 U.S.C §102(b) as being anticipated by Rossi, U.S. 
Patent No. 6,791,378. It is respectfully submitted that this rejection is moot for the 
reason that these claims have been cancelled to make them available for further 
prosecution in a continuation application. 

r^. Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-17 were identified as being allowed. 

Claims 1 8-34 were identified as being allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. With reference 
to Part A hereinabove, it is respectfully submitted that these claims are allowable. 

Claims 36, 38, 40, 41, 43, 46, 48, 50, 51, 53, 55, 57, 59, 60, 62, 65, 67, 69, 
70 and 72 were objected to as being dependent upon rejected base claims but were 
identified as being allowable if rewritten in independent form to include all 
limitations of their respective base claims and any intervening claims. In 
accordance therewith, claims 36, 38, 40, 41, 43, 46, 48, 50, 51, 53, 55, 57, 59, 60. 
62, 65, 67, 69, 70 and 72 have been amended hereinabove to appear in independent 
form by including all limitations of their respective base claims (claims 35, 45, 54 
and 64) and any intervening claims (claims 42, 52, 61 and 71). Hence, it is 
submitted that these claims are also allowable. 
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D. Conclusion 

Claims 1-34, 36, 38, 40, 41, 43, 46, 48, 50, 51, 53, 55, 57, 59, 60, 62, 65, 
67, 69, 70 and 72 remain pending in this case. Based upon the foregoing 
amendment and remarks, ft is respectfully submitted that these claims are 
allowable, and reconsideration and early allowance of these claims axe requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

VEDDER, PRICE, KAUFMAN & KAMMHOLZ, P C 

^ MarkA.DallaValle 

Reg. No. 34,147 

Attorney for Assignee 

222 N. LaSalle St., 24th Root 

Chicago, IL 60601 

312-609-7500 

Customer No.: 23,4 1 8 
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